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done only through a male issue. And the birth of a girl, there*
fore, is less welcome than that of a boy. In view of this very
wide-spread craving for male issue, don't you think that your
ideal of having only one offspring should be modified so as to
include the begetting of a male issue hi addition to the possible
female ones ?
"I entirely agree with you that a married person who con-
fines the sex act strictly to the purpose of procreation should be
regarded as a brahmachari. I also hold with you that in the case
of a married couple who have practised the rule of purity and
self-control before and after marriage a single act of union must
lead to conception. In support of your first point there is in
our shastras the celebrated story of Vishwamltra and Arundhati,
the wife of Vasishtha who in spite of her one hundred sons was
greeted by Vishwamitra as a perfect brahmacharini, whose com-
mand even the elements were bound to obey because her connu-
bial relations with her husband were purely directed to the
attainment and discharge of the function of motherhood. But I
doubt whether even the Hindu shastras would support your ideal
of having only one offspring irrespective of whether it is male
or female. It seems to me, therefore, that, if you liberalize your
ideal of married life so as to include the begetting of one male
offspring in addition to the possible female ones, it would go a
long way towards satisfying many married couples. Otherwise,
I am afraid, most people would find it to be harder to limit
sexual relationship to the procreation of the first child and then
irrespective of its sex practise complete abstention fqr the rest
of life than never to marry at all. I am being slowly forced to
the view that sexuality is man's primitive nature, and self-control
is a cultivated virtue representing a step in his upward evolution
towards religion and spirituality which is the natural law of his
development. That is why self-control has been held in such high
regard. I honour the person who lives up to the ideal of regarding
sexual union only as a means for procreation. I also agree that
coming together under any other circumstance would be sensual
indulgence. But I am not prepared to condemn it as a heinous
sin or to regard a husband and wife who cannot help their nature
as fallen creatures to be treated with cheap pity or high-brow
contempt."
I do not know what the scientific basis for the various
taboos in respect of marriage relationship is. But it seems,
to me clear that a social custom or usage that helps the
practice of virtue and self-control should have the sanctity
of a moral law. If it is eugenic considerations that are at